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February 26, 1875.-1\lr. Gladstone's ne\v Pal11phlet, 
which has just appeared, is only partially directed 
against the foregoing Letter, and, \vhen he relnarks on 
\vhat I have ,vritten, he does so 'with a gentleness \vhich 
may be thought to be unfair to his argun1ent. 
Iore- 
ovcr, he commences \vith sOlne pages about me per- 
sonally of so special a character, that, did I dare dwell 
upon them in their direct import, they \voulJ of coursc 
gratify me exceedingly. But I cannot do so, because I 
believe that, \vith that seriousness \vhich is characteris- 
tic of him, he has \vished to say \vhat he felt to be true, 
not \vhat \vas complimentary; and because, looking on 
beyond his \vords to \vhat they ilnply, I see in thein, 
thou
h he did not mean it so hilnself, a grave, or altnost 
a severc question addressed to n1e, \vhich effectually 
keeps me from taking pleasure in thcIn, however great 
is the honour they do HIC. 
I t is indeed a stern question \\'hich his \vords suggest, 
\vhether now that I have come to the end of my days, I 
have used aright \vhatever talents God has given HIe, and 
as I Ie \,"ould have had 111C usc them, in building up reli- 
gious truth, and not in pulling down, breaking up, dnd 
scattering abroad. All I can say in answer to it is, that 
173 
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fIoln the day I beCalTIe a Catholic to this day, no\v close 
upon thirty years, I have never. had a 11101TIent's Inis- 
giving that the COn11TIUnion of Rome is that Church 
\vhich the Apostles set up at Pentecost, \vhich alone 
has " the aQoption of sons, and the glory, and the cov- 
enants, and the revealed la\v, and the service of God, 
and the promises," and in \vhich the Anglican comn1U- 
nion, \vh:ttcver its merits and demerits, \vhatevcr the 
great excellence of individuals in it, has, as such, no 
part. Nor have I ever for a lTIOment hesitated in my 
conviction since r845, that it \vas my clear duty to join 
that C
tholic Church, as I did then join it, \yhich in Iny 
OW11 conscience I felt to be divine. Persons and places, 
incidents and circumstances of life, \vhich belong to my 
first forty-four years, are deeply lodged in 111Y lTIelTIOry 
and in n1Y affections; moreover, I have had more to try 
and afflict n1e in various \\"ays as a Catholic than as an 
Anglican; but never for a n10ment have I \vished my- 
self back; never have I ceased to thank my lVlaker for 
His ITIercy in enabling 111e to 111ake the great change, 
and never has I-Ie let me feel forsaken by Him, or in 
distress, or any kind of rcligious trouble. I do not 
kno\v how to avoid thus meeting IVIr. Gladstone's lan- 
guage about me: but I can say no 1110re. The judg- 
ment must be left to a day to COlTIC. 
In the ren1arks that follo\v I shall take the order of 
my sections. 



 1. 


1\Ty first reaS011 for "Triting in answer to Mr. Glad- 
stone's Expostulation \vas his charge against us, "that 
Catholics, if they act consistent1y \vith their principles, 
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cannot be loyal subjects," supr. p. 8. And he ,,-ithdraws 
this in his ne\v Pamphlet (V aticaJZ is 1/1 , p. 14), thou
h 
not in very gracious languag
. "The inll11ediate pur- 
pose of IllY appeal," he says, " has been attained, in so 
far that the loyalty of our R0l11an Catholic fell a\\"- 
subjects in the Il1aSS re111ains evidently untainted and 
" 
secure. 
l\iy second reason ,vas to protest against" his attack 
upon our 1110ral uprightness," supr. ibid. I-I ere again 
he See111S to grant that, if ,,'hat I say can be received as 
genuine Catholic teaching, I have succeeded in IllY pur- 
pose. lIe has a doubt, ho,vever, ,vhether it does not 
" sll1ack of Protestantism, Vat. p. 69. I-Ie does not give 
.any distinct reason for this doubt; and, though I shall 
noLice it in its place, Ùifr. S 5, I think it fair to Il1ain- 
tain as a plain principle of controversy, that it is the 
accuser ,vho has to prove his point, and that he 11lUSt 
not content himself ,vith professing that the accused 
þarties have not succeeded to his satisfaction in dis- 
proving it. 
Lastly, as springing out of these t\VO charges and 
illustrating them, ,vas his exaggerated notion of the 
force, drift, and range of the Vatican definition of the 
Pope's infallibility. I-Iere again I consider he leaves 
my interpretation of it ,,"ithout reply, though appa- 
rently it does not content hill1. SOIl1e of the objec- 
tions, ,vhich he throws out obiter to "'hat I have said, 
shall now be noticed. 


Supr. page 18. 1 have said, apropos of the pros. 
pect of a definition of the Pope's Inf..dlibility in the 
time of Pitt and Peel, .. If [the goVe1"l11nent] wanted to 
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obtain SOlne real illfonnation about the probabilities of 
the future, \vhy did they not go to headquarters? \vhy 
not go to ROIne? . . . It is Í1TIpossible that the) 
could have entered into fonnal negociations \vith the 
Pope, \vithout its beCOITIing perfectly clear that R.0111C 
could never be a party to such a pledge as EnglanJ 
\vanted, and. that no pledge froln Catholics \vas of 
value to \vhich ROITIe \vas not a party." To Iny as- 
tonishment l\1r. Gladstone seelns to consider this a f3.tal 
admission. He cries out, "StateSITIen of the future, 
recollect the \vords! . . . The lesson received is this: 
although pledges \vere given, although their validity 
\vas fonnally and even passionately asserted, although 
the subject-lnatter \vas one of civil allegiance, , no pledge 
from Catholics \vas of any value, to \vhich ROlue \vas 
, " 
not a party. p. 39. 
I deny that the question of infallibility \vas one of 
civil anegiance, but let that pass; as to the nlain prin- 
ciple involved in \vhat I have said, it certainly does 
perplex and confuse lTIe that a stateslnan ,vith IVIr. 
Gladstone's experience should lTIake light of creden- 
tials, and should not recognize the difference between 
party opinion and forn1al decisions and pledges. vVhat 
is the use of accredited ministers and an official inter- 
course behveen foreign po,vers, if the acts of mere 
classes or interests \vill do instead of them? ...-\t a 
congress, I believe the first act of plenipotentiaries is to 
sho\v to each other their credentials. \Vhat minister 
of foreign affairs \vollld go to the Cesarowitch, \vho 
happened to be staying anlong us, for an explanation 
of an expedition of H.ussia in upper Asia, instead of 
having recourse to the Russian alnbassador? 
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The COITIlnOn saying, that" \Vhigs are Tories out of 
place" illustrates again \vhdt is in itself so axiomdtic. 
Successive nlinistries of opposite views show in history, 
for the ITIOst part, as one consistent national govern- 
ment, and, \vhen a foreign power ll1istakes the objec- 
tions \vhich public ITIen in opposition made to the 
details, circumstances, or seasonableness of certain 
ministerial Ineasures, for deliberate judgments i'n its 
favour, it is likely, as in the case of the great N apo- 
leon, to incur eventually, \vhen the opposition comes 
into office, great disappointlTIent, and- has no one to 
blalTIe but itself. So abain, the Czar Nicholas seems 
to hav
 n1istaken the deputation of the peace party be- 
fore the Crimean \var for the voice of the English 
nation. It is not a business-like \vay of acting to as- 
sutTIe the assurances of partizans, ho\vever sincerely 
made, îor conditions of a contract. There is nothing 
indeed to sho\v that the lIol)' See in 1793 or 1829 hall 
, any notion that the infallibility of the Pope, if ever 
made a dogma, \vould be so made \vithin such lÎ1nits of 
time as could affect the bond fide character of the pros- 
pects \vhich English and Irish Catholics opened upon 
I\Ir. Pitt or 1\1r. Peel. The events in Europe of the 
foregoing half century gave no encouragelTIent to the 
Papal cause. Nor did Catholics alone avo\v anticipa- 
tions \vhich helped to encourage the latter statesn1an in 
the course, into \vhich the political condition of Irel(lnd, 
not any kindness t,o the Irish religion, prilTIarily turned 
hinl. Thcre \vere Anglican ecclesiastics, \VhOll1 he de- 
servedly trusted, \vho gave it to hin1 as thcir settled 
opinion, as rcgards the ProtestantÌsln of England, that, 
if the emancipation of Catholics could but be p.lssed in 
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the night, there ,vould be no excitement about it next 
1110rning. Did such an influential judgnlent, thus 
offered to 1\lr. Peel, involve a breach of a pledge, be- 
cause it \vas not fulfilled? 
It \vas notorious all over the \vorld that the North of 
Catholic Christendo1l1 took a different view of Papal in- 
fallibility frol11 the South. A long controversy had 
gone. on; able ,vriters \vere to be found on either side; 
each side ,vas positive in the truth of its o\vn cause; 
each hoped to prevail. The Gallican party, to\vards 
\vhich, England and Ireland inclined, thought the other 
sinlply extravagant; but ,vith the Ultranlontane stood 
ROlne itself. l\Iinisters do not commonly believe all 
the representations of deputations \\'ho COI11e to thenl 
\vith the advocacy of particular nleasures, though those 
deputations may be perfectly sincere in \"hat they aver. 
The Catholics of England and Ireland in 1826 \vere al- 
Illost as one man in thinking lightly of the question, but 
even then there were those \vho spoke out in a different 
sense, and ,yarned the governlllent that there v
'as a con- 
tralY opinion, and one strong both in its pretensions and 
in its prospects. I am not bound to go into this subject 
at length, for I have allo\ved the dominant îeeling 
among our Catholics at that day \vas against the pru- 
dence or likelihood of a definition of Papal infallibility; 
but I \vill instance one or t\VO ,vriters of name \vho had 
spoken 'n a different sense. 
I canllot find that 1\lr. 
ladstone deals \vith my re- 
ference to Archbishop Troy, \vhose pastoral bears the 
date (1793) of the very year in \vhich, as TvIr. Gladstone 
tells us, Vat. p. 48, a Relief Act \vas granted to lreland. 
The ..c'\rchbishop, as the passage has been found for Ine, 
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says, " J.1fallY Catholics contend that the Pope 
is infallible others de
y this. Until 
the Church shall decide either opinion may be 
adopted." Supr., page 16. This is a very significant, 
as ,veIl as authoritative passage. 
Again :-Father IVlumford's Catllolic Scripturist is a 
populår Address to Protestants, in the vernacular, 
,vhich has gone through various editions in the J 7th, 
18th, and 19th centuries. The edition from ,vhich I 
quote is that of 1863. I-Ie says, p. 39, "\Vhether the 
definition of a council alone, defining ,vithout their 
chief pastor, or the definition of the chief pastor 
alone, defining ,vithout a council, be infallible, or no, 
there be several opinions amongst us, in \vhich ,ve do 
and may vary ,vithout any prejudice to our faith, \vhich 
is not built upon ,,,hat is J'ct under opinion, but upon 
that \vhich is delivered as infallible.:' 
Again, Bishop Hay is one of the most conspicuous 
Prelates and authoritative \vriters an10ngst us of the 
18th century. In his "Sinccre Cilristiall," published 
bet\veen 1770 and 1780, he treats of the infallibility of 
the Pope at considerable length, and in its favour. I-Ie 
says, p. 188 (cd. 1871) that that doctrine" is not pro- 
posed to us as an article of divine faith, nor has the 
Church ever made any decision concerning it. Great 
numbers of the most learned divines arc of opinion 
that in such a case, the I-lead of the Church is infc.tllible 
in ,vhat he teaches, but there arc others ,vho are of a 
contrary opinion." He proceeds, "On "'hat grollnd
 
do those divines found thcir opinion, ,vho believe that 
the Pope himself, ,vhen he speaks to the faithful as 
head of the church, is infallible in ,vhat he teaches? " .. 
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and he ansvv-ers, "On very strong reasons both from 
Scripture, tradition, and reason." These he goes 
thro:.Igh si'riati1l1" then he adds, p. 194, "vVhat proof 
do the others bring for their opinion, that the Head of 
the Church is not infallible? They bring not a single 
text of Scripture, nor almost one argulnent from tradi- 
. . " 
hon to prove It. 
I might add that the chief instrument in rousing and 
rallying the Protestant sentiment against Catholic 
emancipation \vas from first to last the episcopate and 
clergy of the Church Established; no,v, if there ,vas any 
body of men \vho ,vere perfectly a\vare of the division 
of sentiment among Catholics as to the seat of infalli- 
bility, it \vas they. Their standard divines, ,vriting in 
the vernacular, discharge it, as one of their most effec- 
tive taunts, against their opponents, that, \vhilst the 
latter held the doctrine of infallibility, they differ 
al110ng themselves \vhether it is lodged in an Ecumeni- 
cal Councilor in the Roman See. It can never be 
said then that this opinion, ,vhich has no,v become a 
dogma, ,vas not perfectly ,veIl kno\vn to be living and 
energetic in the Catholic communion, though it ,vas 
not an article of faith, and ,vas not spoken of as such 
by Catho1ics in this part of the \vorld during the cen- 
turies of persecution. 
Mr. Gladstone, as his mildest conclusion against us, 
is inclined to grant that it ,vas not an act of duplicity 
i 11 us, that in 1826 our Prelates spoke against the 
Pope's infallibility, though in 1870 they took part in 
defining it; but then he maintains it to be at least a 
proof that the Church has changed its doctrine, and 
thereby forfeited its claim to be "semper eadem." 
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But it is no change surely to decide betw'een t,vo pre- 
valent opinions; but, if it is to be so regarded, then 
change has been the characteristic of the church from 
the earliest times, as, for instance, in the third century, 
on the point of the validity of baptism by heretics. 
And hence such change as has taken place, (,vhich I 
should prefer to call doctrinal development,) is in itself 
a positive argulnent in favour of the Church's identity 
from first to last; for a growth in its creed is a la\v of 
its life. I have already insisted upon this, supra, p. 
139; also in fonner volumes, as in my Apologia, and 
Difficulties of Anglicans. 



 3. 


Suþr. p. 33. As 1\lr. Gladstone denied that the 
Papal prerogatives '\"ere consistent \vith ancient his- 
. tory, I said in ans\ver that that history on the contrary 
\vas the clearest \vitness in their favour, as showing 
ho\v the promises made to St. J>eter ,vere providential- 
ly fulfil1ed by political, &c., changes external to the 
Pope, \vhich \vorked for him. I did not Inean to deny 
that those prelogatives \vere his from the beginning, 
but merely that they \vere gradually brought into full 
exercise by a course of events, ,,,hich history records. 
Thus it ,vas a Inistake to say that Catholics could not 
appeal in favour of the Papal power to history. To 
Inake Iny meaning quite clear, as I hoped, I distinctly 
said I "'as not speaking theologically, but historically, 
nay, looking at the state of things \vith " non-Catholic 
eyes." IIowever, as the following pa
sage from the 
Etudes ReligÙ'uscs shews, it seems that I have been mis- . 
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understood, though the \vriter hi111Self, Père Ral11ière, 
does me the justice and the favour to defend I11e, and I 
here adopt his ,vords as lìlY defence. He says: 
,.; Pour expril11er cette concentration providentielle, 
dans les mains du Pape, du pouvoir ecclesiastique 
partagé autrefois dans une plus large mesure par l'epis- 
copat, Ie P. N e\Vlnan se sort d'un ten11e légal qu'il ne [aut 
pas prendre a la lettre. II dit que Ie Pape est herctier 
par defaut de Ia hierarchie ecul11enique di Ív e siecle. Le 
savant directeur de la Voce della Vt'rità blâme cette 
expression, qui impliquerait, selon lui, qui Ie Pape tient 
son pouvoir de la hierarchie. rvlais Ie P. N e\vman exclut 
cette interpretation, puis qu'il fait derivait Ie plenitude 
ù u pouvoir pontifical de la prolnesse faite par] ésus- 
Christ a Saint Pierre," p. 25 6 , 7, note. 



 4. 


. 


Supr. p. 67. I here say that" ,vere I actually a sol- 
dier or sailor in her l\1ajesty's service in a just ,var, and 
should the Pope suddenly bid all Catholic soldiers and 
sailors to retire frol11 her service, taking the advice, &c., 
. . I should not obey hil11." Here I avail myself of a 
passage in Canon Neville's recent pamphlet (" A fe\v 
C01111l1ents," &c., Pickering) in \vhich he speaks ,vith the 
authority belonging to a late theological Professor of 
l\Iaynooth : 
" In the inlpossible hypothesis of the Pope being en- 
gaged in a war \vith England, ho\v \vould the allegiance 
of English Catho1ics be affected? . . ho\v ,vould it be, 
if they \vere soldiers or sailors? . . . . SOlne one ,,,ill 
urge, the Pope may issue a mandate enforced by an 
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annexed exco111n1unication, forbidding all Catholics to 
engage in the \var against him . .. The supposed 
action of the Pope does not change the question ITIatc- 
rially. I-lis mandate ,vill derive its force from his 
authoritative declaration of the immorality of the '''ar, 
and the censures annexed," i. e. excommunication, 
",vill have to be subjected to the ordinary rules and 
principles of ecclesiastical punishn1ents. For instance, 
the soldiers and sailors \vould not incur it, because 
'grave fears' excuse from censure [excomtTIunicationJ, 
censures bcing directed against the contulTIacious, not 
against those \vho act through fear or coercion . . . It 
is a trite principle, that mere ecc1esiasticallaws do not 
bind, \vhen there ,vould be a very grave inconvenience 
in their observance; and it denies as a rule to any hu- 
Inan legislator (c.g., the Pope) the powcr of n1aking 
laws or precepts, binding men to the pcrformance of 
actions, \vhich, frotn the danger and difficulty attendant 
. 
011 thcir fulfiltnent, are esteelned heroic," pp. 101, 2. 



 5. 


Supr. p. 79. I have said, "The Pope, ,vho comes 
of Revelation, has no jurisdiction over Nature," i.e. 
the natural La\v. 1\'1r. Gladstone on the other hand 
says, "Idle it is to tell us, finally, that the Pope is 
bound by the ITIoral and divine la\v, by the cOln111anù- 
Inents of God, by the rules of the Gospel: . . . for of 
these, one and all, the Pope hitnsclf, by himself, is the 
judge \vithout appeal," p. IO
. That is, 1\11'. GLld- 
stone thinks that the Pope Inay ùeny anù anathclnatizc 
the proposition, "The.re is one God:" and Inay pro- 
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ceed to circulate by Cardinal Antonelli a whole Sylla- 
bus of kindred" erroneous theses" for the instructions 
of the Bishops. Catholics think this impossible, as be- 
lieving in a Divine Providence ever exercised over the 
Church. But let us grant, for argulnent-sake, that a 
Pope could commit so insane a violation of the Natu- 
ral and the Revealed La\v:-\ve kno\v \vhat ,vould be 
the consequence to such a Pope. Cardinal Turrecre- 
lì1ata teaches, as I have quoted him, that "\vere the 
Pope to comrnand any thing against Holy Scripture, 
or the articles of fai th, or the truth of the Sacraments, 
or the comtnands of the natural or divine la,v, he ought 
not to be obeyed, but in such commands to be ig- 
nored." Suþr. p. 68. Other, and they the highest 
Ultramontane theologians, hold that a Pope, ,vho 
teaches heresy, ipso facto ceases to be Pope. 
Supr. p. 86. Here, after stating that there are cases 
in \vhich the Pope's cOD1mands are to be resisted by in- 
dividual Catholics, I challenge IV1r. Gladstone to bring 
passages froln our authoritative 'writers to the contrary: 
and I add, " they must be passages declaring not only 
that the Pope is ever to be obeyed, but that there are 
no exceptions to this rule, for exceptions ever must be 
in all concrete matters." Instead of doing so, 11r. Glad- 
stone contents himself ,vith enunciating the contradic- 
tory to ,vhat I have said. " Dr. Newman says there 
are exceptions to this precept of obedience. But this 
is just \vhat the Council has not said. The Church by 
the Council imposes Aye. The private conscience re- 
serves to itself the title to say No. I must confess that 
in this apology there is to tne a strong, undeniable, 
srna:k of Protestantism." p. 69. 
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l\Ær. Gladstone says" there is to me; " yes, certainly 
to him and other Protestants, because they do not kno\v 
our doctrine. I have given in my Paillphlet, three 
reasons in justification of \vhat I said; first that excep- 
tions 1n21st be fron1 the nature of the case, "for in att 
C f )l1Crete matters," not only in precepts of obedience, 
rules are but general, and exceptions must occur. 
rfhen, in a later page, p. 159, I give actual instances, 
\vhich have occurred in the history of Catholic teaching, 
of exceptions after large principles have been laid down. 
But my main reason lies in the absolute statements of 
theologians. I \villingly endure to have about me a 
st11ack of Protestantisl11, \vhich attaches to Cardinal 
Turrecremata in the 15th century, to Cardinals J aco- 
batius and Bellarmine in the 16th, to the Carmelites of 
Salamanca in the 17th, and to all theologians prior to 
theln; and also to the \vhole Schola after them, such 
as to Fathers Cord uba, N atalis Alexander and Busen- 
bauIn, and so do\vn to St. Alfonso Liguori the latest 
Doctor of the Church in the 18th, anù to Cardinal 
Goussct and to Archbishop l{enrick in the 19th. 



 6. 


Supr. pp. 99, 100. Speaking of the proposition con- 
demned in the Encyclical of 1864, to the effect that it 
is the right of anyone to have liberty to give public 
utterance, in every possible shape, by every possible 
channel, \vithout any let or hinùrance from God or 
Inan, to all his notions \vhatever, I have said that "it 
seems a light epithet for the Pope to use, \vhcn he calls 
such a doctrine of conscience a dclira111clltUlIl." Pres- 
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ently I add, "Perhaps 11r. Gladstone \vill say, vVhy 
should the Pope take the trouble to COnde11111 ,vhat is 
so ,vild? but he does," &c. 
On this l\11r. Gladstone re111arks, Vat. p. 2 I, 22, "It 
appears to me that this is, to use a mild phrase, n1erely 
trifling \vith the subject. \Ve are asked to believe that 
\\
hat the Pope intended to condemn ,vas a state of 
things ,vhich never has existed in any country in the 
'\TorId. N o\V he says he is condemning one of the 
commonly prevailing errors of the tin1e, familiarly 
known to the Bishops \vhom he addresses. \Vhat 
bishop knows of a State ,vhich by la\v allo\vs a perfect- 
ly free course to blasphemy, filthiness, and sedition? " 
I do not find any thing to sho\v that the Pope is 
speaking of States, and not of ,vriters; and, though I 
do not pretend to kno\v against ,vhat ,vriters he is 
speaking, yet there are ,vriters ,vho do Inaintain doc- 
trines ,vhich carried out consistently \vould reach that 
dt:liralllclltlt1JZ \vhich the Pope speaks of, if they have 
not rather already reached it. \Ve are a sober people; 
but are not the doctrines of even so grave and patient 
a thinker as the late 
lr. J. s. 
1.ill very n1uch in that 
direction? He says, "The appropriate region of hUlnan 
liberty comprises first the in\vard domain of conscious- 
ness; demanding liberty of conscience in the l110st 
comprehensive sense, liberty of thought and feeling, 
absolute freedo111 of opinion and sentilnent on all sub- 
jects practical or speculative, scientific, moral, or theo- 
logical. The liberty of express'iílg and publis/ling opin- 
ion may scent to fall under a different principle, since it 
belongs to that part of the conduct of an individual 
which concerns other people; but, being almost of as 
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much importance as the liberty of thought itself, and 
resting in great part on the same reasons, is þractically 
-i1lseparable froJJt -it, &c., &c. . . . No society in ,vhich 
these liberties are not on the ,vhole respected, is free, 
,yhatcver maybe its fornl of government," (Oil Lz"bert)', 
Ill/rod.) Of course he does not aIlo,v of a freedoln to 
hårtl1 others, though ,ve have to consider ,veIl ,vhat he 
means by hanning: but it is a freedom ,vhich must 
meet ,vith no "ill1pedimcnt from our fello,,, creatures, 
so long as ,,,hat 'YC do does not harm theIn, eve.n 
though they should think our conduct foolish, perverse, 
or ,yrong." h The only freedom," he continues, 
" ,vhich deserves the name is that of pursuing our own 
good in our o\vn ,yay, so long as ,ve do not attempt to 
deprive others of theirs, or in1pede their efforts to 
obtain it. Each is the proper guardian of his own 
health, ,\'hether bodily, or mental and spiritual." 
That is, no irnlnoral doctrines, poems, novels, plays, 
conduct, acts, Inay be visited by the reprobation of 
public opinion; nothing must be put down, I do not 
say by the l
n\rs, but even by society, by the press, by 
religious influence, merely on the ground of shocking 
the sense of decency and the modesty of a Christian 
community. Nay, the police must not visit IIolywell 
Street, nor a license be necessary for dancing roon1S : 
but the most revolting atrocities of heathen tinlCS and 
countries must for conscience-sake be allowed free e
 er- 
cise in our great cities. Averted looks indceLi and 
silent disgust, or again rational expostulation, is ad- 
missible against theIn, but nothing of a 11101 c energetic 
character. 
I do not impute this to 1\1r. l\Iill. lIe hall too l'nuch 
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English comn10n sense to carry out his principles to 
these extreme but legitilnate conclusions; he strove to 
find means of limiting them by the introduction of 
other and antagonistic principles; but then that such 
a man held the theory of liberty ,vhich he has avo\ved, 
and that he has a great follo\ving, is a suggestion to us 
that the Holy See may have had abundant reason in 
the present state of the continent to anathematize a 
proposition \vhich to Mr. Gladstone seems so \vild and 
unheard of. 


Supra, pp. 102. I have said that the Syllabus is to 
be received from the Pope \vith " profound submission," 
p. 102, and" by an act of obedience," p. 106; I add, " but 
not of faith," for it " has no dogmatic force." I 111ain- 
tain this still. I say, in spite of Professor Schulte, and the 
English Catholic \vriter to \vhom lVlr. Gladstone refers, 
p. 32, I have as 111uch right to maintain that the implicit 
condemnation \vith \vhich it visits its eighty proposi- 
tions is not ex cathedrâ, or an act of the Infallible 
Chair, as have those" gravest theologians," as Bishop 
Fessler speaks, \vho call its dogmatic force in question, 
Fessler, p. 107. I do not kno\v \vhat Fessler himself says 
of it more than that it is to be received \vith submission 
and obedience. I do not deny another's right to con- 
sider it in his private conscience an act of infallibility, 
or to say, in 1\1r. Gladstone's \vords, p. 35, that" utter- 
ances ex cathedrá are not the only fon11 in \vhich In- 
fallibility can speak;" I only say that I have a right to 
think otherwise. And when the Pope by a letter ap- 
proves of one "rriter who \vrites one \vay, and of anothèr 
\vho \vrites in another, he Inakes neither dogmatic, bùt 



Postscriþt. 


18 9 


both al1o,vable. 1\lr. Gladstone speaks as if \vhat the 
Pope says to Fr. Schrader undoes \vhat he says to 
Bishop Fessler; why not say that his letter to Fessler 
neutralizes his letter to Schrader? I repeat, "rhen I 
speak of minimizing, I arn not turning the profession 
of it into a dogma; men, if they ,vill, n1ay maxilnize 
for Inc, provided thcy too keep from dogmatizing. 
This is n1Y position all through these discussions, and 
must be kept in mind by any fair reasoner. 
I grant the Pope has laid a great stress on the Syl- 
labus; he is said in 1867 to have spoken of it as "a 
regula docendi ;" I cannot tell \vhether vi'i'á 'l'oce, or 
in \vriting; anyho\v this did not intcrfere \vith Fessler's 
grave theologians in 1871 considering the Pope did not 
in it teach doginatically and infallibly. l\Ioreover, ho\v 
can a list of proscribed propositions be a "rule," ex- 
cept by turning to thc Allocutions, &c., in \vhich they 
are condemned? and in those Allocutions, \vhen \ve 
turn to thcln, \\'c find in \vhat scnse, anù \\rith \\'hat 
degree of îorce severally. In itself the Syllabus can be 
no lnore than \vhat the Pope calls it, a syllabus or col- 
lection of crrors. Lcd by the references inserted in it 
to the Allocutions, etc., I have ventured to call it 
something more, viz., a list or index raisollllé
. an idea 
not attached to it by 111C first of all, for Père Daniel, in 
the October of that very year, 1867, tells us, in the 
" Etudes l{eligieuscs," "Au SylJabus luilnen1c il ne 
faut pas dClnandcr que lc degré de clarté que convient 
à une bonne tablc des n1atières," p. 514. 
But, \\rhether an index or not, and though it havc a 
su bstan tive charLlcter, it is at least clear that the only 
"ray in which it c.tn bc Ll "rule of tCLlching" is by its 


. 
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telling us \yhat to avoid; and this consideration \vill 
explain \vhat I mean by receiving it \vith "obedience." 
\vhich to some persons is a difficult idea, \vhen con- 
trasted \vith accepting it \vith faith. I observe then 
that obedience is concerned \vith doing, but faith \vith 
affinning. N O\V, \y hen \ve are told to avoid certain 
propositions, \ve are told primarily and directly not to 
do sOlnething; \vhereas, in order to affirm, \ve 111ust 
have positive staternents put before us. For instance, 
it is easy to understand, and in our teaching to avoid 
the proposition, " \Vealth is the first of goods; " bu t 
\vho shall atten1pt to ascertain \vhat the affinnativc 
propositions are, one or morc, \vhich are necessarily 
involved in the prohibition of such a proposition, and 
\vhich must be clearly set do\vn before \ve can make an 
act of faith of then1 ? 
I-Io\vever, 1\1r. Gladstone argues, that, since the 
Pope's condelnnation of the propositions of the Sylla- 
. bus has, as I have allo\\?ed, a claim on the obedience 
of Catholics, that very fact tells decisively against the 
unfavorable vie\v the Pope takes of the san1e ; he thinks 
I havc here rnade a fatal admission. I t is c1lough, he 
say
, that the Syllabus "unquestionably demands 
obedience; " that is, enough, \vhether the propositions 
condemned in it deserve condelnnation or not. Here 
are his very \vords: "\Vhat is c01lclusive . . is this, 
that the obligation to obey it is asserted on all hands; 
. . it is tltercfo're absolutely superfluous to follo\v Dr. 
N C\V111an through his references to the Briefs and Al- 
locutions Inarginally noted," in order to ascertain their 
meaning and drift. . . "I abide by my account of the 
contents of the Syl1abus." p. 36. That is, the proposi- 
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tions Inay be as false as heathenism, but they have 
this redee111ing virtue, that the Pope denounces them. 
I-lis judgment of them may be as true as Scripture, 
but it carries this unpardonable sin \vith it, that it is 
given \vith a purpose, and not as a 111ere literary 
flourish. Therefore I \vill not inquire into the propo- 
sitions at all; but my original conclusion shall be dog- 
Inatic and irreformable. Stat pro ratione voluntas. 


Supra, p. I 13, I have -declined to discuss the difficulties 
,\'hich 1\1r. Gladstone raises upon our teaching respecting 
the marriage contract (on ,vhich I still think him either 
obscure or incorrect), because they do not fall ,vi thin 
the scope to \vhich I professed to confine my remarks; 
ho\vever, his fresh statetnents, as they are found, Ý"'àt. 
p. 28, lead me to say as fo11o\vs: 
1'he non-I
oman marriages in England, he says, "do 
,not at present fall under the foul epithets of ROlne. 
But ,vhy? Not because \ve marry under the 
s<tnctions of religion, for our marriages are, in the eye 
of the Pope, purely civil Inarriages, but only for the 
technical reason that the disciplinary decrees 
of Trent are not canonically in force in this country, 
etc." 
I Iere 1\1r. Gladstone seems to consider that there are 
only t\VO \vays of marrying according to Catholic teach- 
ing; he omits a third, in ,vhich ,ve consider the essence 
of the sacranlent to lie. II e speaks of civil Inarriagc, 
and of t1)arriage "under the sanctions of religion," by 
,vhich phrase he seelns to tncan Illarriage \\'ith a rite and 
a 111inister. But it is also a 1'cligious Inarriagc, if the 
parties, ,vithout a priest, by a 111utual act of consent, as 
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in the presence of God, marry themselves; and such a 
YO\V of each to other is, according to our theology, really 
the constituting act, the 11latter and form, the sacrament 
of l1larriage. That is, he omits the very contract ,vhich 
we specially calf marriage. This being the case, it fol- 
lú\\'s that every clause of the above passage is incorrect. 
I. J\rIr. Gladstone says that English non-Roman mar- 
riages arc held valid at Rome, 110t because they are 
contracted "under the sanctions of religion." On the 
contrary, this is the very reason ,vhy they are held valid 
there: viz., only because parties \vho have already re- 
ceived the Christian rite of baptism, proceed to give 
thelnselves to each other in the sight of God sacramen- 
tally, though they may not call it a sacrament. 
2. 1\1r. Gladstone says, " our n1arriages are in the eye 
of the Pope purely civil marriages." Just the reverse, 
speaking, as he is, of Church of England marriages. 
They are considered, in the case of baptized persons, 
sacramental marriages. 
3. 
Ir. Gladstone says, that they are received at Rome 
as valid, "only for tile tecluzical, etc., reason that the 
disciplinary decrees of Trent are not canonically in force 
in this country. There is nothing, unless it be motives 
of mere policy, to prevent the Pope from giving thetTI 
[those decrees] force here, \vhen he pleases. If, and 
\\'hen that is done, every 'JJlarriage thereafter concluded 
ill tile Ellglislz Church, ,vill, according to his o\vn ,vords, 
be 'a filthy cOllcubÙzage.'" This is not so; I quote to 
the point t\\'o sufficient authorities, St. .c\.lfolls0 Liguori 
and Archbishop Kenrick. 
Speaking of the clandestinity of marriage (that is, 
,,,,hen it is contracted \vithout parish priest and \vit- 
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nesses,) as an impediment to its validity, St. Alfonso 
says: "As regards non-Catholics (infideles), or Catholics 
\\'ho live in non-Catholic districts, or ,,,here the Council 
of Trent has not been received sllch a 'J}larriage 
Ù valid." Tom. viii, p. 67, ed. 1845. Even then, 
though the discipline of Trent 'Zvas received in England, 
still it ,vould not cease to be a Protestant country, and 
therefore marriages in Protestant churches ,,'ould be 
valid. 
Archbishop J{enrick is still more explicit. He says; 
" Constat Pat res Tridentinos legem ita tulisse, ut hære- 
ticorUlTI cætus jalTI ab Ecclesià divulsos non respiceret 
Hoc igitur clandestinitatis impedimentum 
ad hæreticos seOrSilTI convenientes in Iocis ubi grassan- 
tur hæreses, non est extendendum." Theo!. l\Ior. t. 3, 
p. 35I. 
Such being the Catholic rule as to recognition of Pro- 
..testant marriages, the Pope could not, as 
Ir. Gladstone 
thinks, any day invalidate English Protestant marriages 
by introducing into England the discipline of Trent. l'he 
only case, in \vhich any opportunity n1ight occur to the 
Pope, according to his accusd.tioll, of playing fast and 
loose, is \vhen there ,vas a doubt \vhcther the nUlTIber 
of Protestants in a Catholic country \vas large enough 
to give them a clear footing there, or ,,,hen the Govcrn- 
lnent refused to recognize theln. \Vhether such an 
opportunity has practically occurred and has ever been 
:lctcd on, I have not the know ledge either to ,tffirm 
or deny. 



 8. 
Supr. p. 127. "But if the fact be so that the Fa- 
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thers \vere not unanimous, is the definition valid? 
This depends on the question \vhether unanimity, at 
least moral, is or is not necessary for its validity." Vide 
also p. 129. 
I t should be borne in mind that these letters of mine 
,vere not intended for publication, and are introduced 
into Iny text as documents of 1870, \vith a vie\v of re- 
futing the false reports of my bearing at that time 
to\vards the Vatican Council and Definition. To alter 
their \vording \vould have been to destroy their argu- 
mentative value. I said nothing to ilnply that on re- 
flection I agreed to every proposition ,vhich I set down 
on my þrÙlla facic vie\v of the matter. 
One passage of it, perhaps froln my o\vn fault, 11r. 
Gladstone has Inisunderstood. He quotes me, [7 a t. p. 
13, as holding that "a definition \vhich the Pope ap- 
proves, is not absolutely binding thereby, but requires 
a In oral unanimity, and a subsequent reception by 
the Church." Nay, I considered that the Pope could 
define ,vithout either majority or n1Ïnority: but that, 
if he chose to go by the method of a éouncil, in 
that case a moral unanin1ity \vas required of its Fa- 
thers. I say a fe\v lines lo\ver do\vn, \vaiving the 
difficulty altogether, "Our n1erciful Lord \vould 
not care so little for I-lis people . . . as to allo\v thcir 
visible head and such a large number of Bishops to 
lead them into error." Père Ralnière, in his very kind 
revie\v of me in the Etudes Religicltscs for February, 
speaks of the notion of a Inoral unanimity as a picce 
of Gallicanis1n; but anyho\v it has vanished altogether 
from theology no\v, since the Pope, if the Bishops in 
the Council, fe\v or Diany, held back, might define a 
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doctrine ,vithout them. A council of Bishops of the 
,vorld around him, is only one of the various modes in 
,vþich he exercises his infallibility. I'he seat of infal- 
libility is in hiln, and they are adjuncts. The Pastor 
Æternus says, "RomanI Pontifices, prout tetnpo- 
rum et rerum conditio suadebat, 1lunc convocatis æcu- 
menicis conciliis, aut rogatâ Ecclesiæ per orbem dis- 
persæ sententiâ, 1lunc per synodcs particulares, 1lUIlC 
aliis, quæ Divina suppeditabat Providentia, adhibitis 
auxiliis, ea tenenda definiverunt, quæ sacris Scripturis 
et Apostolicis Traditionibus consentanea, Deo adju- 
tore, cognoverant." 
N or have I spoken of a subsequent reception by the 
Church as entering into the necessary conditions of a 
de fide decision. I said that by the" Securus j udicat 
orbis terrarum " all acts of the rulers of the Church are 
" ratified," p. 128. In this passage of l11Y private let- 
.ter I meant by " ratified" brought hOlne to us as au- 
thentic. At this very moment it is certainly the handy. 
obvious, and serviceable argument for our accepting 
the Vatican definition of the Pope's Infallibility. 


Suþr. p. 13 I. I said in my first edition, p. 13 I, that 
the definition at Ephesus seemed to be carried by 124 
votes against I I I; as this ,vas professedly only an 
inference of Iny o\vn, I have ,vithdr
t\vn it. Con- 
fining myself to the facts of the history, \\'hich are 
perplexed, I observe: - The Council ,vas opened 
by St. Cyril on June 22 of the current year, 
\vithout ,vaiting for the Bishops representing the 
great Syrian patriarchate, ,vho ,vere a fe\v days' jour- 
ney from Ephesus, in spite of the protest on that 
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account of 68 of the Bishops already there. The num- 
bers present at the opening are given in the Acts as 
about 150. The first Session in ,vbich N estorius ,vas 
condelnned and a definition or exposition of faith made, 
,vas concluded before night. That exposition, as far as 
the ..t\cts record, \vas contained in one of the letters of 
St. Cyril to N estorius, ,vhich the Bishops in the Coun- 
cil one by one accepted as conformable to Apostolic 
teaching. vVhether a further letter of St. Cyril's \vith 
his 12 anathetnatistns, ,vhich ,vas also received by the 
Bishops, ,vas actually accepted by them as their 
dogmatic utterance, is uncertain; though the Bishops 
distinctly tell the Pope and the Emperor that they 
have accepted it as ,veIl as the others, as being in 
accordance ,vith the Catholic Creed. At the end 
of the Acts of the first Session the signatures of 
about 200 Bishops are found, and ,vriters of the 
day confinn this number, though there is nothing to 
sho\v that the additional 40 or 50 \vere added on the 
day on ,vhich the definition ,vas passed, June 22, and 
it is n10rc probable that they ,vere added aftenvards; 
vide Tillemont, CJlril, note 34, and Fleury, His!. xxv. 
42. And thus Tilletnont, t'bid., thinks that the signa- 
tures in favour of Cyril altogether amounted to 220. 
The Legates of the Pope ,vere not present; but they 
had arrived by ] uly 10. The Syrian Bishops arrived on 
June 26th or 27th. As to Africa, then overrUll by the 
Vandals, it ,vas represented only by the deacon of the 
Bishop of Carthage, \vho sent hilTI to Inake his apolo- 
gies for Africa, to \varn the Council against the Pela- 
gians, and to testify the adherence of the African 
Churches to .l\postolic doctrine. The countries 
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\\"hich \vere represented at the Council, and took 
part in the definition ,vere Egypt, Asia 1\Iinor, 
and Thrace, Greece, &c. The ".hole nUlnber 
of Bishops in Christendom at the tilne \vas 
abou t 1,800; not 6,000, as St. Dalmatius says at ran- 
dom. Gibbon says, " The Catholic Church \vas adlnin- 
istered by the spiritual and legal jurisdiction of 1,800 
bishops. of \vhom 1,000 \vere seated in the Greek, and 
800 in the Latin provinces of the empire.'
 He adds, 
"The nUlnbers are not ascertained by any ancient 
\vriter or original catalogue; for the partial lists of the 
eastern churches are comparatively lnodern. The pa- 
tient diligence of CharÌes à S. Paolo, of Luke Hol- 
stein, and of Bingham, has laboriously investigated all 
the episcopal sees of the Catholic Church." 



 9. 


Supra, pp. 146, etc. It has been objected to the ex- 
planation I have given fro!n l1'cssler and others of the 
nature and range of the Pope's infallibility as no\v a 
dogma of the Church, that it ,vas a latne and impotent 
conclusion of the Council, if so lnuch effort ,vas eln- 
ployed, as is involved in the convocation and sitting of 
an Ecumenical Council, in order to do so little. True, 
if it ,vere called to do ,vhat it did and no nlore: but 
that such ,vas its aim is a tnere assumption. In the first 
place it can hardly be doubted that there \vere those in 
the Council \vho \vere desirous of a stronger definition; 
and the definition actually made, as being n10derate, is 
so far the victory of those lnany bi5hops ,vho consid- 
ered any definition on the subject inopportune. And 
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it ,vas no slight fruit of the proceedings in the Council, 
if a definition ,vas to be, to have effected a moderate 
definition. But the true ans\ver to the objection is that 
\vhich is given by Bishop Ullathorne. The question 
of the Pope's infallibility ,vas not one of the objects 
professed in convening the Council; and the Council is 
not yet ended. 
He says in his "Expostulation Unravelled,"" The 
expostulation goes on to suggest that the council ,vas 
convened mainly \vith a vie,v of defining the infalli- 
bility, and that the definition itself ,vas brought about, 
chiefly for political objects, through the action of the 
Pontiff and a don1inant party. A falser notion could 
not be entertained. I have the official catalogue be- 
fore me of the SchcJJzata prepared by the theologians 
for discussion in the council. In them the infallibility 
is not even l11entioned; for the greater part of then1 
regard ecclesiastical discipline." P.. 48, he adds, "Ca- 
lanlitous events suspended the Council." 


Supr. p. 15 I, note. I have referred to Bishop 
Fessler's statement that only the last sentences of 
Boniface's UllaJlz Salle/aUt are infallible. To this Mr. 
Gladstone replies p. 45, that the ,vord "Porro," 
introducing the final ,vords to \vhich the anathell1a 
is affixed, extends that anathema to the body of 
the Bull, \vhich precedes the "Porro." But he 
does not seetn to have observed that there are bvo 
distinct heresies condemned in the Bull, and that the, 
" Porro" is the connecting link between these t\vo 
condemnations, that is, bet\veen the penultima and 
final sentences. The Pope first says "Nisi duo, sicut 
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1\Ianichæus, fingat esse principia, quod falsltJJl et 
Izærcticu111 J'udica1JlUS porro, su besse Romano 
Pontifici, omni humanæ creaturæ declaralTIus, defini- 
1l1US, et pronunciamus omnino esse de necessitate 
salutis." That the Latin is deficient in classical terse- 
ness and perspicuity 've may freely grant. 


. SUþra, p. 152, I say, " \Ve call 'infallibility' in the 
case of the apostles, inspiration; in the case of the 
ch urch, assistclltia." 
On this 1\lr. Gladstone says, " On such a statement 
I have t\VO remarks to make; first, \ve have this as- 
suranc.e on the strength only of his own prÍ7.late judg- 
1Ilent," p. 102. I-Io\v can he say so \vhen, p. 153, I 
quote Father Perrone, saying, "Never Itaz'e CatltoNes 
taught that the gift of infallibility is given by God to 
the Church after the lTIanner of inspiration! " 
" 1\1 r. Gladstone proceeds, " Secondly, that, if bidden 
by the self-assertion of the Pope, he ,yill be required 
by his principles to retract it. and to assert, if occasion 
should arise, the contrary." I can only say to so 
hypothetical an a r gun1ent \"hat is laid do\vn by Fessler 
and the S\viss bishops, that the Pope cannot, by virtue 
of his infallibility, reverse \vhat has ahvays been held; 
and that the" inspiration" of the church, in the sense 
in which the .A.postles \vere inspired, is contrary to our 
received teaching. If Protestants are to speculate 
about our future, they should be ilnpartial enough tû 
recollect, that if, on the one hand, \VC believe that a 
Pope can add to our articles of faith, so, on the other, 
\\'c hold also that a heretical 7ope, ipso fa,,-to, cca
cs to 
be Pope by re
son of his heresy. 
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1\1r. Gladstone thus ends: "Thirdly, that he lives 
under a systeln of development, through 'which some- 
body's private opinion of to-day may becolne matter 
of faith for all the to-n10rrO\VS of the future." I think 
he should give some proof of this; let us have one 
instance in \vhich "some body's private opinion" has 
becotne de fide. Instead of this he goes on to assert 
(interrogatively) that Popes, c. g., Clement XI. and 
Gregory 11., and the present Pope, have claimed the 
inspiration of the Apostles, and that Germans, Italians, 
French, have ascribed such a gift to him ;-of course 
he means theologians, not luere courtiers or sycophants, 
for the Pope cannot help having such, till hUlnan na- 
ture is changed. If IVlr. Gladstone is merely harangu- 
ing as an Orator, I do not for an instant quarrel \vith 
him or attempt to encounter him; but, if he is a con- 
troversialist, \ve have a right to look for arguments, not 
mere assertions. 
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ON THE CATIIOLIC FAITH. 


PIUS, BISHOP, SERVANT OF TIlE SERVA
TS OF GOD, 
\VITII TIlE APPROVAL OF TI-IE SACRED COUNCIL, 
FOR PERPETUAL RE:\IE:\lBRANCE. 


OUR LORD JESUS CHRIST, the Son of God, and 
Redeemer of l\Iankind, before returning to his heavenly 
Father, prolnised that lIe \vould be \vith the Church 
l\Iilitant on earth all days, even to the consun1nlation 
of the \\'orld. Therefore, I Ie has never ceased to be 
present \vith I-fis beloved Spouse, to assist her \vhen 
teaching, to bless her \vhen at work, and to aid her 
\vhen in danger. And thi
 I-lis salutary providence, 
which has been constantly displayed by other innumer- 
able benefits, has been most rnanifestly proved by the 
abundant good results \vhich ChristencloIn has derived 
fron1 (Ecumenical Councils, and particularly froln that 
of '[rent, although it was held in evil times. For, as a 
consequence, the sacred doctrines of the faith have 
been defined more closely, and set forth nlore fully, er- 
rors have been condemned and restrained, ecclesidstical 
discipline has been restored and more finnly secured, 
the love of learning and of piety has been prolnotcd 
:UTIong the clergy, colleges have been established to 
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educate youth for the sacred "rarfare, and the morals 
of the Christian ,vorld have been rene\ved by the more 
accurate training of the faithful, and by the more fre- 
quent use of the sacraments. 1\loreover, there has re- 
sulted a closer COll1111union of the l11en1bers with the 
visible head, an increase of vigor in the \v hole l11ystical 
body of Christ, the multiplication of religious congrega- 
tions and of other institutions of Christian piety, and 
such ardour in extending the kingdom of Christ 
throughout the \vorld, as constantly endures, even to 
the sacrifice of life itself 
But \vhile \ve recall \vith due thankfulness tnese and 
other signal benefits \vhich the divine mercy has be- 
sto\ved on the Church, especially by the last æcume- 
llical Council, \ve cannot restrain our bitter sorro\v for 
the grave evils, \vhich are principally due to the fact 
that the authority of that sacred Synod has been con- 
temned, or its ,vise decrees neglected, by many" 
Noone is ignorant that the heresies proscribed by 
the Fathers of Trent, by \vhich the divine magisterium 
of the Church \vas rejected, and all n1atters regarding 
religion were surrendered to the judgment of each in- 
dividual, gradually becan1e dissolved into many sects, 
which disagreed and contended \vith one another, until 
at length not a fe\v lost all faith in Christ. Even the 
Holy Scriptures, ,vhich had previously been declared 
the sole source and judge of Christian doctrine, began 
to be held no longer as divine, but to be ranked al110ng 
the fictiol1s of mythology. 
Then there arose, and too \videly overspread the 
\vorId, that doctrine of rationalism, or naturalism, 
which opposes itself in every \vay to the Christian rc- 
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ligion as a supernatural institution, and ,yorks \vith the 
utInost zeal in order that, after Christ, our sole Lord 
and Saviour, has been excluded froin the minds of 
men, and from the life and moral acts of nations, the 
reign of \vhat they call pure reason or nature may be 
established. And after forsaking and rejecting the 
Christian religion, and denying the true God and I-Iis 
Christ, the minds of many have sunk into the abyss of 
PantheisIn, l\laterialism, and Atheism, until denying 
rational nature itself and every sound rule of right, they 
labour to destroy the deepest foundations of h un1an 
society. 
Unhappily, it has yet further come to pass that, 
,vhile this impiety prevailed on every side, Inany even 
of the children of the Catholic Church have strayed 
from the path of true piety, and by the gradual diminu- 
tion of the truths they held, the Catholic sense became 
\\'eakened in theIn. For, led a\vay by various and 
" strange doctrines, utterly confusing nature and grace, 
human science and divine faith, they are found to de- 
prave the true sense of the doctrines \vhich our Holy 
l\Iother Church holds and teaches, and endangering the 
integrity and the soundness of the faith. 
Considering these things, ho\v can the Church fail to 
be deeply stirred? for, even as God ,vills all Inen to be 
saved, and to arrive at the kno\vledge of the truth; 
even as Christ came to save ,vhat had perished, and to 
gather together the children of God ,vho had been dis- 
persed, so the Church, constituted by God the Inother 
and teacher of nations, knows its o\vn of-ñce as debtor 
to all, and is ever ready and \vatchful to raise the f.\llcn, 
to support those \vho are falling, to embrace those \vho 
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return, to confinn the good and carry them on to better 
things. Hence, it can never forbear from \vitnessing 
to and proclaiming the truth of God, \vhich heals all 
things, knovving the \vords addressed to it: " My Spirit 
that is in thee, and my \vords that I have put in thy 
mouth, shall not depart out of thy n10uth, from hence- 
forth and for ever" (Isaias lix. 2 I). 
\Ve, therefore, follo,ving the footsteps of our prede- 
cessors, have never ceased, as becollles our supreme 
Apostolic office, from teaching and defending Catholic 
truth, and condemning doctrines of error. And no\v, 
\vith the Bishops of the \vhole world asselllbled round us 
andjudging ,vith us, congregated by our authority, and 
in the Holy Spirit, in this CEcumenical Council, \ve, sup- 
ported by the Word of God \vritten and handed do,vn 
as ,ve received it from the Catholic Church, preserved 
\vith sacredness and set forth according to truth,-have 
determined to profess and declare the salutary teaching 
of Christ from this Chair of Peter and in sight of all, 
proscribing and condemning, by the po\ver given us of 
God, all errors contrary thereto 


CHAPTER I. 


OF GOD, THE CREATOR OF ALL THINGS. 


The Holy Catholic Apostolic Roman Church believes 
and confesses that there is one true and living God, 
Creator and Lord of heaven and earth, Almighty, 
Eternal, Irnrnense, Incomprehensible, Infinite in intel- 
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1igence, in ,vill, and in all perfection, \vho, as being one, 
sole, absolutely simple and irnmutable spiritual sub- 
stance, is to be declared as really and essentially dis- 
tinct from the ,vorld, of suprenlc beatitude in and froin 
I I irnself, and ineffably exalted above all things ,vhich 
exist, or are conceivable, except Himself. 
This one only true God, of His o\vn goodness and 
almighty po\ver, not for the increase or acquirement of 
I lis o,vn happiness, but to Inanifest His perfection by 
the blessings ,vhich I-Ie besto\vs on creatures, and ,vith 
absolute freedolD of counsel, created out of nothing, 
from the very first beginning of time, both the spiritual 
and the corporeal creature, to ,vit, the angelical and the 
mundane and afterwards the human creature, as par- 
taking, in a sense, of both, consisting of spirit and of 
body. 
God protects and governs by H is Providence all 
things ,vhich He hath IDade, "reaching frolD end to 
end mightily, and ordering all things s\veetly " (\Visdom 
viii. I). For" all things are bare and open to IIis 
eyes" (Heb. iv. 13), even those ,vhich are yet to be by 
the free action of creatures. 


CIIAPTER II. 


OF REVELATION 


The same I Ioly l\Iother Church holds and teaches 
that God, the beginning and end of all things, Jnay be 
:ertainly kno\vn by the natural light oî human reason, 


.. 
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by Ineans of created things; "for the invisible things 
of .Him from the creation of the ,vorld are clearly seen, 
being understood by the things that are made" (Ro- 
n1ans i. 20), but that it pleased His \visdom and bounty 
to repeat Himself, and the eternal decrees of His ,vill, 
to lllankind by another and a supernatural ,vay: as the 
Apostle says, " God, having spoken on divers occasi0ns, 
and lllany ,vays, in titnes past, to the fathers by the 
prophets; last of all, in these days, hath spoken to us 
by His Son " (Hebre,vs i. I, 2). 
It is to be ascribed to this divine revelation, that 
such truths among things divine as of themselves are 
not beyond human reason, can, even in the present 
condition of mankind, be kno,,,n by everyone ,vith 
facility, ,vith firm assurance, and with no admixture of 
error. This, ho\vever, is not the reason ,,-hy revelation 
is to be called absolutely necessary; but because God 
of His infinite goodness has ordained man to a super:. 
natural end, viz: to be a sharer of divine blessings 
,vhich utterly exceed the intelligence of the hU111an 
mind: for" eye hath not seen, nor ear heard, neither 
hath it entered into the heart of man, 'v hat things God 
hath prepared for thern that love HÍlll " (I Cor ii. 9). 
Further, this supernatural revelation, according to 
the universal belief of the Church, declared by the 
Sacred Synod of Trent, is contained in the \vritten 
books and ull,vritten traditions \vhich have come do,vn 
to us, having been received by the Apostles from the 
1110uth of Christ himself, or from the Apostles them- 
selves, by the dictation of the Holy Spirit, have been 
trans111itted, as it ,vere, from hand to hand. And these 
books of the Old and Ne\v Testament are to be received 
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as sacred and canonical, in their integrity, ,\'ith all their 
parts, as they are en uInerated in the decree of the said 
Council, and are contained in the ancient Latin edition 
of the Vulgate. These the Church holds to be sacred 
and canonical not because, having been carefully C0111- 
posed by mere hUlnan industry, they ,vere afterwards 
approved by her authority, nor merely because they 
contain revelation, \vith no admixture of error, but be- 
cause, having been \vritten by the inspiration of the 
IIoly Ghost, they have God for their author, and have 
been delivered as such to the Church herself. 
And as the things \vhich the Holy Synod of Trent 
decreed for the good of souls concerning the interpreta- 
tion of Divine Scripture, in order to curb rebellious 
spirits, have been \vrongly explained by some, \Ve, 
rene\ving the said decree, declare this to be their 

ense, that, in Inatters of faith and morals, appertain- 
ing to the building up of Christian doctrine, this is to 
be held as the true sensc of Holy Scripture \vhich our 
Holy 1'Iother Church hath held and holùs, to ,,'hom it 
belongs to judge of the true sense and interpretation 
of the I--Ioly Scripture; and thercforc that it is per- 
mitted to no one to interpret the Sacred Scripture con- 
trary to this sensc, nor, likc\vise, contrary to the unani- 
Inous consent of the Fathers. 
. 


CHAPTER III. 


O
 F AITII. 
I\Ian being ,vholly dependent upon Goù, as upon 
his Creator and Lord, and created reason being abso- 
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lutely subject to uncreated truth, ,ve are bound to yield 
to God) by faith in His revelation, the full obedience 
of our intelligence and \vill. And the Catholic Church 
teaches that this faith, ,vhich is the beginning of man's 
salvation, is a supernatural virtue, \vhereby, inspired 
and assisted by the grace of God, \ve believe that the 
things ,vhich He has revealed are true; not because 
of the intrinsic truth of the things, vie\ved by the 
natural light of reason, but because of the authority of 
God Himself \vho reveals them, and \Vho can neither 
be deceived nor deceive. For faith, as the Apostle 
testifies, is "the substance of things hoped for, the 
conviction of things that appear not" (I-Iebre\vs i. I I). 
Nevertheless, in order that the obedience of our faith 
might be in harmony \vith reason, God \villed that to the 
interior help of the Holy Spirit, there should be joined 
exterior proofs of His revelation; to \vit, divine facts, 
and especially miracles and prophecies, \vhich, as they 
Inanifestly display the omnipotence and infinite kno\v- 
ledge of God, are most certain proofs of His divine 
revelation, adapted to the intelligence of all Inen. 
vVherefore, both Moses and the Prophets, and most 
especially, Christ our Lord Himself, showed forth 
n1any and most evident miracles and prophecies; and 
of the Apostles \ve read: "But they going forth 
preached everywhere, the Lord ,vorldng \vithal, and 
confirming the ,vord \vith signs that follo\ved" (l\lark 
xvi. 20). And again, it is \vritten: "\V e have the 
Inore firm prophetical \vord, ,vhereunto you do well to 
attend, as to a light shining in a dark place" (2 St. 
Peter i. 19). 
But though the assent of faith is by no Incans a 
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bliud action of the mind, still no man can assent to the 
Gospel teaching, as is necessary to obtain salvation, 
\'Jithout the illumination and inspiration of the Holy 
Spirit, ,vho gives to all men s\veetness in assenting to 
and believing in the truth. \Vherefore, Faith itself, 
even \vhen it does not \vork by charity, is in itself a 
gift of God, and the act of faith is a ,york appertaining 
to salvation, by ,vhich man yields voluntary obedience 
to God IIimself, by assenting to and co-operating ,vith 
His grace, ,vhich he is able to resist. 
Further, all those things are to be believed ,vith 
ùivine and Catholic faith ,vhich are contained in the 
\Vord of God, ,vritten or handed do\vn, and ,vhich the 
Church, either by a solemn judgment, or by her ordi- 
nary and universal magisterium, proposes for belief, as 
having been divinely revealed. 
And since, ,vithout faith, it is ilnpossible to please 
God, and to attain to the fello\vship of his children, 
therefore ,vithout faith no one has ever attained justi- 
fication, nor ,vill anyone attain eternal life, unless he 
shall have persevered in faith unto the end. .L\nd, that 
\ve may be able to satisfy the obligation of 
mbracing 
the true faith and of constantly persevering in it, God 
has instituted the Church through IIis only begotten 
Son, and has besto\ved on it Inanifcst notes of that 
institution, that it l11ay be recognized by all men as the 
guarùian and teacher of the revealed \V ord; for to the 
Catholic Church alone belong all those nlany and ad- 
111irable tokens ,vhich have been divinely established 
for the evident credibility of the Christian Faith. Nay, 
Inore, the Church by itself, ,vith its Inarvellous exten- 
sion, its eminent holiness, and its inexhaustible fruit- 


. 
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fulness in every good thing, \vith its Catholic unity and 
its invincible stability, is a great and perpetual motive 
of credibility, and an irrefutable ,vitness of its own 
divine mission. 
And thus, like a standard set up unto the nations 
(Isaias xi. 12), it both invites itself to those ,vho do 
not yet believe, and assures its children that the faith 
\vhich they profess rests on the most firm foundation. 
And its testimony is efficaciously supported by a 
po,ver from on high. For our most merciful Lord 
gives His grace to stir up and to aid those \vho are 
astray, that they may come to a kno\vledge of the 
truth; and to those ,vhom He has brought out of dark- 
ness into His o\vn admirable light He gives His grace 
to strengthen them to persevere in that light, deserting 
none ,vho desert not Him. Therefore there is no parity 
bet\veen the condition of those ,vho have adhered to 
the Catholic truth by the heavenly gift of faith, and 
of those who, led by human opinions, follo\v a false re- 
ligion ; for those who have received the faith under the 
magisterium of the Church can never have any just 
cause for changing or doubting that faith. "There- 
fore, giving thanks to God the Father ,vho has made 
us ,vorthy to be partakers of the lot of the Saints in 
light, let us not neglect so great salvation, but ,vith our 
eyes fixed on Jesus, the author and finisher of our 
Faith, let us hold fast the confession of our hope ,vith- 
out ,vavering" (Hebr. xii. 2, and x. 23). 
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CHAPTER IV. 


OF FAITH AXD REASON. 


The Catholic Church, ,vith one consent, has also 

ver held and does hold that there is a t\vofold order 
of kno\vledge, distinct both in principle and also in 
object; in principle, because our knowledge in the one 
is by natural reason, and in the other by divine faith; 
in object, because, besides those things to \vhich natu- 
ral reason can attain, there are proposed to our belief 
mysteries hidden in God, ,vhich, unless divinely re- 
vealed, cannot be kno\vn. \Vherefore the Apostle, 
\vho testifies that God is kno\vn by the gentiles 
through created thing
, still \vhen discoursing of the 
grace and truth \vhich COITIe by Jesus Christ (John i. 
ì 7) says: <<<< \Ve speak the \visdolTI of God in a nlystery, 
a \visdom \,'hich is hidden, \vhich God ordained before 
the ,vorld unto our glory; \vhich none of the princes 
of this \vorld kne\v but to us God hath re- 
vealed thefn by I--lis Spirit. For the Spirit searcheth 
all things, yea, the deep things of God" (I Cor. ii. 7-9). 
And the only- begotten Son hiinself gives thanks to the 
liather, because I-Ie has hid these things from the \vise 
and prudent, and has revealed them to little ones (l\Iatt. 
xi. 25). 


Reason, indeed, enlightened by faith, ,vhen it seeks 
earnestly, piously, and calmly, attains by a gift frOITI 
God S0111C, and that a very fruitful, understanding of 
fnysteries; partly from the analogy of those thing-s 
,vhich it naturally kno\vs, partly fron1 the rclations 
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\vhich the mysteries bear to one another and to the last 
end of man; but reason never becon1es capable of ap- 
prehending mysteries as it does those truths \vhich 
constitute its proper object. For the divine mysteries 
by their o\vn nature so far transcend the created in- 
telligence that, even \vhen delivered by revelation and 
received by faith, they remain covered \vith the vail of 
faith itself, and shrouded in a certain degree of dark- 
ness, so long as \ve are pilgrims in this mortal life, not 
yet \vith God; "for \ve \valk by faith and not by sight" 
(2 Cor. v. 7). 


But although faith is above reason, there can never 
be any real discrepancy bet\veen faith and reason, since 
the same God \vho reveals mysteries and infuses faith 
has besto\ved the light of reason on the human mind, 
and God cannot deny HilTIself, nor can truth ever con- 
tradict truth. The false appearance. of such a contra- 
diction is mainly due, either to the dogmas of faith not 
having been understood and expounded according to 
the mind of the Church, or to the inventions of opinion 
having been taken for the verdicts of reason. \Ve de- 
fine, therefore, that every assertion contrary to a truth 
of enlightened faith is utterly false.* Further, the 
Church, \vhich, together \vith the Apostolic office of 
teachings, has received a charge to guard the deposit 
of faith, derives from God the right and the duty of 
proscribing false science, lest any should be deceived 
by philosophy and vain fallacy (Coloss. ii. 8). There- 


* From the Bun of Pope Leo X., Aþasto/iei r
gi11linis. read in the 
VIII. Session of the Fifth Lateran Council, A.D. 1513. See Labbe's 
Councils, vol. xix., p. 8..J.2, Venice, 1732. 
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fore all faithful Christians are not only forbidden to de- 
fend, as legitil11ate conclusions of science, such opinions 
as are kno"yn to be contrary to the doctrines of faith, 
especially if they have been condemned by the Church, 
but are altogether bound to account them as errors 
,vhich put on the fallacious appearance of truth. 
And not only can faith and reason never be opposed 
to one another, but they are of mutual aid one to the 
other; for right reason demonstrates the foundations 
of faith, and, enlightened by its light, cultivates the 
science of things divine; ,vhile faith frees and guards 
reason fron1 errors, and furnishes it \vith Inanifold 
kno\vledge. So far, therefore, is the Church frolll op- 
posing the cultivation of human arts and sciences, that 
it in many ways helps and promotes it. For the Church 
neither ignores nor de5pises the benefits to human life 

vhich result froIn the arts and sciences, but confesses 
that, as they came from God, the Lord of all science, 
so, if they be rightly used, they lead to God by the 
help of His grace. Nor does the Church forbid that 
each of these sciences in its sphere should make use of 
its o\vn principles and its o\vn Inethod; but, ,vhile re- 
cognisin.g this just liberty, it stands \\'atchfully on guard, 
lest scie:1ces, setting thenrselves against the divine 
teaching, or transgressing their own lilnits, should in- 
vade and disturb the dOlnJ.in of faith. 
For the doctrine of faith \vhich God hath revealed 
has not been proposed, like a philosgphical inventiùn, 
to be perfected by hUlnan ingenuity, but has 'been de- 
livered as a divinc deposit to the Spollse of Christ, to 
be Llithfully kept and in fallibly declared, I Icnce al
, 
that lueaning- of th
 s...tcred ùoglnas is perpctUc.11Jy to be 
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retained \vhich our Holy Mother the Church has once. 
declared; nor is that meaning ever to be departed 
froin, under the pretence or pretext of a deeper COIn.. 
prehension of them. Let, then, the intelligence, science 
and \visdoln of each and all, of individuals and of the 
,v hole Church, in all ages and all times, increase and 
flourish in abundance and vigor; but simply in its 0\\'11 
proper kind, that is to say, in one and the same doc- 
trine, one and the same sense, one and the san1e judg- 
ment (Vincent. of Lerins, COlll1Il011. n. 28). 


CANONS. 


I. 


Of God, the Creator of all thÙzgs. 


I. If anyone shall deny One true God, Creator 
and Lord of things visible and invisible; let him be 
anathema. 
2. If anyone shall be not ashamed to affinn that, 
except matter, nothing exists; let him be anathema. 
3. If anyone shall say that the substance and es- 
sence of God and of all things is one and the same; let 
hiln be anathema. 
4. If anyone shall say that finite things, both cor- 
poreal and spiritual, or at least spiritual, have elJ1anated 
from the divine substance; or that the divine essence 
by the manifestation and evolution .of itself becotJ1es 
all things; or, lastly, that God is universal or indefinite 
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being, \vhich by deten11ining itself constitutes the uni- 
versality of things, distinct according to general species 
and individuals; let him be anathema. 
5. If anyone confess not that the ,vorld, and all 
things ,vhich are contained in it, both spiritual and ma- 
terial, have been, in their ,vhole substance, produced 
by God out of nothing; or shall say that God created, 
not by His ,vill, free from all necessity, but by a 
necessity equal to the necessity ,vhereby he loves Him- 
self; or shall deny that the ,vorld ,vas made for the 
glory of God; let him be anathema. 


II. 


Of Rcvclatioll. 
I. If anyone shall say that the One True God, our 
Creator and Lord, cannot be certainly kno\\rn by the 
natural light of hUlnan reason through created things; 
let him be anathema. 
2. If anyone shall say that it is impossible or inex- 
pedient that man should be taught, by divine revela- 
tion, concerning God and the ,vorship to be paid to 
Him; let him be anathema. 
3. I f anyone shall SdY that rnan cannot be raised by 
àivine po\vcr to a higher than natural kno\vledge and 
perfection, but can and ought, by a continuous progress, 
to arrive at length, of himself, to the possession of all 
that is true and good: let him be anathel11a. 
4. If anyone shall not receive as sacred and canoni- 
cal the Books of lIoIy Scripture, cntire ,vith a11 their 
parts, as the lIoly Synod of Trent l1as cnun1cratcd 
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thetn, or shall deny that they have been divinely in- 
spired; let hin1 be anathema. 


III. 
Of Faith. 


I. If anyone shall say that human reason is so in- 
dependent that faith cannot be enjoined upon it by 
God; let him be anathema. 
2. If anyone shall say that divine faith is not dis- 
tinguished from natural kno\vledge of God and of moral 
truths, and therefore that it is not requisite for divine 
faith that revealed truth be believed because of the 
authority of God, Who reveals it; let him be anathema. 
3. If anyone shall say that divine revelation cannot 
be made credible by out\vard signs, and therefore that 
men ought to be moved to faith solely by the internal 
experience of each, or by private inspiration; let him 
be anathema. 
4. If anyone shall say that miracles are impossible, 
and therefore that all the accounts regarding them, 
even those contained in Holy Scripture, are to be 
dismissed as fabulous or mythical; or that l11iracles 
can never be kno\vn ,vith certainty, and that the divine 
origin of Christianity cannot be proved by them; let 
him be anathema. 
5. If anyone shall say that the assent of Christian 
faith is not a free act, but inevitably produced by the 
arguments of human reason; or that the grace of God 
is necessary for that living faith only \vhich \vorketh by 
charity; let hin1 be anathen1a. 
6. If anyone shall say that the condition of the 
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faithful, and of those ,vho have not yet attained to the 
only true faith, is on a par, so that Catholics may have 
just cause for doubting, ,vith suspended assent, the 
faith \vhich they have already received under the 
magisterium of the Church, until they shall have ob- 
tained a scientific demonstration of the credibility and 
truth of their faith; let him be anathenla. 
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FIRST DOG
1A TIC CONSTITUTION 


ON THE CI-IURCI-I OF CI-IRIST. 


Publis/zed 'Ùz the Fourth Session of the Holy (Ec1t1Jzcnical 
CouíZcil of the Vatican. 


PIUS, BISHOP, SERVAXT OF THE SERVANTS OF GOD, 
\VITH THE APPROVAL OF TIlE SACRED COUNCIL, 
FOR AN EVERLASTIXG RE:\IE:\lBRA?\CE. 


THE Eternal Pastor and Bishop of our souls, in 
order to continue for all til11e the life-giving ,york of 
His Redemption, detennined to build up the Holy 
Church, \vherein, as in the I rouse of the living God, 
all \vho believe might be united in the bond of one 
faith and one charity. \Vherefore, before He entered 
into His glory, He prayed unto the Father, not for the 
Apostles only, but for those also who through their 
preaching should cot:.1e to believe in him, that all Inight 
be one even as He the Son and the Father are one.* 
A.s then He sent the Apostles \\'hOl11 he had chosen to 
I-lil11self from the \Vorld, as I-Ie Hil11self had been sent 
by the Father; so He ,villed that there should evér be 
pastors and teachers in His Church to the end of the 


* St. John xvii. 21. 
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\vorld. And in order that the Episcopate also might 
be one and undivided, and that by Ineans of a closely 
united priesthood the multitude of the faithful n1ight 
be kept secure in the oneness of faith and comm union, 
He set Blessed Peter over the rest of the Apostlcs, and 
fixed in him the abiding principle of this t\vo-folù 
unity, and its visible foundation, in the strength of 
'v hich the everlasting terrlple should arise and the 
Church in the finnness of that faith should lift her 
majestic front to heaven. And seeing that the gates 
of hell \vith daily increase of hatred are gathering their 
strength on evelY side to upheave the foundation laid by 
God's o\vn hand, and so, if that might be, to overthro\v 
the Church; \Ve, therefore, for the preservation, safe- 
keeping, and increase of the Catholic flock, ,vith the 
approval of the Sacred Council, do judge it to be neces- 
sary to propose to the belicf and acceptance of all the 
faithful, in accordance \vith the ancient and constant 
faith of the universal Church, the doctrine touching the 
institution, perpetcity, and nature of the sacreù Apos- 
tolic Primacy, in ,vhich is found the strength and 
solidity of the entirc Church, and at the same tiITIe to 
prescribe and condelnn the contrary errors, so hurtful 
to the flock of Christ. 


CHAPTER 1. 


OF TIlE INSTITUTION OF TIlE APOSTOLIC PRI:\iACY 
IN BLESSED PETER. 
'V c therefore teach and declare that, according- to 
thc tcstin10ny of the Gospel, thc prilnacy of jurisùiction 


. 
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over the universal Church of God ,vas inlmediately and 
directly promised and given to Blessed Peter the Apos- 
tle by Christ the Lord. For it was to Simon alone, to 
,vhom He had already said: Thou shalt be called Ce- 
phas,-:-:- that the Lord after the confession made by hiln, 
saying: Thou art the Christ, the Son of the living God, 
addressed those solemn \vords: Blessed art thou, Simon 
Bar- J ona, because flesh and blood have not revealed it 
to thee, bu t l11Y Father ,vho is in Heaven. And I say 
to thee that thou art Peter; and upon this rock I will 
build Iny Church, and the gates of hell shall not prevail 
against it. And I. ,vill give to thee the keys of the 
kingdom of Heaven. And \vhatsoever thou shalt bind 
u pan earth, it shall be bound also in heaven, and ,vhat- 
soever thou shalt loose on earth, it shall be loosed also 
in heaven.t And it ,vas upon Simon alone that Jesus 
after His resurrection besto\ved the jurisdiction of 
Chief Pastor and Ruler over all His fold in the ,vords : ' 
Feed nly lambs: feed l11Y sheep.::: At open variance 
,vith this clear doctrine of I-Ioly Scripture as it has 
been ever understood by the Catholic Church are the 
perverse opinions of those ,vho, ,vhile they distort the 
form of government established by Christ the Lord in 
I-lis Church, deny that Peter in his single person, pre- 
ferably to all the other Apostles, ,vhether taken sepa- 
rately or together, ,vas endo,ved by Christ ,vith a true 
and proper prinlacy of jurisdiction; or of those ,vho as- 
sert that the same prinlacy ,vas not bestowed inlme- 
diately and directly upon Blessed Peter himself, but 
upon the Church, and through the Church on Petcr as 
her l\linister. 


* St.John i. 42. t St. :Matthew xvi. 16-19. :t St. John xxi. IS- 1 7. 
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If anyone, therefore, shall say that Blessed Peter 
the Apostle ,vas not appointed the Prince of all the 
Apostles and the visible Head of the ,vhole Church 
l\Iilitant; or that the same directly and ilnmediately 
received from the saine Our Lord Jesus Christ a pri- 
nlacy of honour only, and not of true and proper juris- 
diction; let hitn be anathema. 


CHAPTER II. 


O
 THE PERPETUITY OF THE PRI
IACY OF BLESSED 
PE fER IN TIlE ROMA::-; rO
TIFFS. 


That ,vhich the Prince of Shepherds and great 
Shepherd of the sheep, Jesus Christ our Lord, estab- 
lished in the person of the Blessed i\postle Peter to 
secure the perpetual ,velfare and lasting good of the 
Church, must, by the same institution, necessarily re- 
Inain unceasingly in the Church; ,vhich, being founded 
upon the Rock, "rill stand firn1 to the end of the ,vorld. 
For none can doubt, and it is known to all ages, that 
the holy and Blessed Peter, the Prince aDd Chief of the 
.i\postles, the pillar of the fdith and foundation of the 
Catholic Church, received the keys of the kingdoI11 
froln Our Lord J CSl1S Christ, the Saviour and Rc- 
dcclner of mankind, and lives, presides, and judges, to 
this day and ahvays, in his successors the Bishops of the 
IIoly See of Ronle, ,vhich ,vas founded by hinI, and 
consecrated by his blood. \Vhence, \\'hosocvcr succeeds 
to Peter in this See, docs b)p the institution of Christ 
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I-limself obtain the Primacy of Peter over the ,vhole 
Church. The disposition made by Incarnate Truth 
therefore relnains, and Blessed PeJer, abiding through 
the strength of the Rock in the power that he received, 
has not abandoned the direction of the Church. 
\Vherefore it has at all times been necessary that every 
particular Church-that is to say, the faithful through- 
out the \vorld-should agree ,vith the Roman Church, 
on account of the greater authority of the princedom 
,vhich this has received; that all being associated in 
the unity of that See \vhence the rights of communion 
spread to all might gro\v together as melnbers of one 
Head in the compact unity of the body. 
If, then, any should deny that it is by the institu- 
tion of Christ the Lord, or by divine right, that Bless- 
ed Peter should have a perpetual line of successors in 
the Primacy over the Universal Church, or that the 
Roman Pontiff is the successor of Blessed Peter in 
this primacy; let him be anathel11a. 


CHAPTER III. 


ON THE PO\VER AND NATURE OF THE PRI:\IACY OF 
THE RO:\IAN PONTIFF. 


vVherefore, resting on plain testimonies of the Sa- 
cred \Vritings, and adhering to the plain and express 
decrees both of our predecessors, the R0111an Pontiff'), 
and of the General Councils, \Ve rene\v the definition 
of the æcumenical Council of Flore'nee, in virtue of 
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,vhich all the faithful of Christ must believe that the 
I--Ioly Apostolic See and the Roman Pontiff possesses 
the prilnacy over the whole ,vorld, and that the 1{0111an 
Pon tiff is the successor of Blessed Peter, Prince of the 
Apostles, and is true Vicar of Christ, and IIead of the 
,vhole Church, and Father and Teacher of all Chris- 
tians; and that full power ,vas given to hiln in Blessed 
Peter to rule, feed, and govern the Universal Church 
by Jesus Christ our Lord; as is also contained in the 
acts of the General Councils and in the Sacred Canons. 
I-Ience \ve teach and declare that by the appoint- 
ment of our Lord the Roman Church possesses a supe- 
riority of ordinary power over all other Churches, and 
that this power of jurisdiction of the H,oll1an Pontiff, 
\vhich is truly 
piscopal, is ilnlllcùiate; to \vhich all, of 
,vhatever rite or dignity, both pastors and faithfal, 
both individ ually and collectively, are bound, by their 
duty of hierarchical subordination and true obeùience, 
to submit, not only in matters which belong to faith 
and nlorals, but also in those that appertain to the dis- 
cipline and government of the Church througho
t the 
\vodd, so that the Church of Christ 111ay be one flock 
under onc suprcme pastor through the preservation of 
unity both of cOlnnlunion and of profession of the sanle 
faith with the !{olnan Pontiff. 1
his is the teaching of 
Catholic truth, from ,\"hich 110 one can devi..lte without 
loss of [lith and of salvation. 
But so far is this powcr of the Supre111e Pontiff 
froln being any prejudice to the ordinary and i:l1ml:di- 
ale power of episcopal jurisdiction, by which Bishops, 
''1110 have been sent by the I lolr Ghost to succeed and 
hold the rlace of the r\postles, feed and govern, each 


. 
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his o\vn flock, as true Pastors, that thi5 their episcopal 
authority is really asserted, strengthened and protected 
by the su preme and universal Pastor; in accordance 
\vith the \vords of St. Gregory the Great: nlY honour 
is the honour of the \vhole Church. J\ly honour is the 
finn strength of lny brethren. I am truly honoured, 
\vhen the honour due to each and all is not \vithheld. 
Further, froln this SUpre1TIe po\ver possessed by the 
Ronlan Pontiff of governing the Universal Church, it fol- 
lo\\'s that he has the right of free C01TI1TIunication \vith 
the Pastors of the \vhole Church, and \vith their flocks, 
that these 1TIay be taught and ruled by him in the \vay 
of salvation. Wherefore \ve condemn and reject the 
opinions of those \vho hold that the cOffi1TIunication 
between this Supreme Head and the Pastors and their 
flocks can la\vfully be ilnpeded ; or \vho nlake this com- 
1TIunicatioll subject to the \vill of the secular po\ver, so 
as to 1TIaintain that \vhatever is done by the Apostolic 
See, or by its authority, for the governlnent of the 
Church, cannot have force or value unless it be con- 
fin1led by the aS5ent of the secular po\ver. And since 
by the divine right of Apostolic prÏ1nacy, the H..olnan 
Pontiff is placeà over the Universal Church, \ve further 
teach and declare that he is the suprClne judge of the 
faithful, and that in all causes the decision of \vhich 
belongs to the Church, recourse may be had to his tri- 
bunal, and that none 1TIay re-open the judgment of the 
Apostolic See, than \vhose authority there is no greater, 
nor can any lawfully revie\v its judgment.

 \Vherefore 
they err from the fight course \vho assert that it is la\v- 


* From Letter viii. of Pope Nicholas I., A.D. 858, to the Emperor 

lichael, in Labbe's Councils, vol. ix. pp. 1339 and 1570. 
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ful to appeal frOln the judgments of the Roman Pon- 
tIffs to an æcumenical Council as to an authority 
higher than that of the Roman Pontiff. 
If then any shall say that the ROl11an Pontiff has 
the office lnerely of inspection or direction, and not full 
and supreme po\ver of jurisdiction over the Universal 
Church, not only in things \yhich belong to faith and 
morals, but also in those \vhich relate to the discipline 
and government of thc Church spread throughout the 
,vorld; or assert that he possesses lnerely the principal 
part, and not all the fullness of this suprelne po\ver; or 
that this po\ver ,vhich he enjoys is not ordinary and 
immediate, both over each and all the Ch urches and 
over each and all thc Pastors and the faithful; let him 
be anathema. 


CII.A.PTER IV 


COKCERNIXG TIlE IXF_\LLIllLE TEACIIIXG OF THE 
RO
IAN rO::\TIFF. 


l\Ioreover, that the suprenlc po\ver of teaching is 
also included in the Apostolic prinlacy, which the 
ROlnan Pontiff, as the successor of Peter, Prince of the 
Apostles, possesses over the \vhole Church, this IIoly 
See has ahvays held, the perpetual practice of the 
Church confirn1s, and æcumenical Councils also have 
declared, especially those in ,vhich the East ,,'ith the 
\Vest met in the union of faith and charity. For the 
Fathers of the Fourth Council of Constantinople, f\.)I- 
lowing ili the footsteps of thcir preùecessors, gave 
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forth this solenln profession: The first condition of 
sah'ation is to keep the rule of the true faith. .A,nd 
because the sentence of our Lord Jesus Christ cannot 
be passed by, \vho said: Thou art Peter, and upon 
this Rock I ,vill build Iny Church,-;':' these things \vhich 
have been said arc approved by events, because in the 
Apostolic See the Cathc;>lic religion and her holy and 
\,"ell-kno,vn doctrine has always been kept undefiled. 
Desiring, therefore, not to be in the least degree sepa- 
rated fro111 the faith and doctrine of that See, \ve hope 
that \ve Illay deserve to be in the one con11nunion, 
\vhich the Apostolic See preaches, in \vhich is the 
entire and true solidity of the Christian religion. And, 
\yith the approval of the Second Council of Lyons, the 
Greeks professed that the Holy Roman Church enjoys 
suprelne and fall Prilnacy and pre-elninence over the 
,vhole Catholic Church, ,vhich it truly and hUlnbly ac- 
knowledges that it has received ,vith the plenitude of 
power fron1 our Lord Hilllself in the person of the 
blessed Peter, Prince or I-read of the Apostles, ,vhose 
successor the ROlnan Pontiff is; and as the Apostolic 
See is bound before all others to defend the truth of 
faith, so also if any questions regarding faith shall arise, 
they must be defined by its judgment. Finally, the 
Council of Florence defined: That the Roman Por
tiff 
is the true Vicar of Christ, and the I-read of the \vhole 
Ch urch, and the Father and Teacher of all Christians; 
and that to him in blessed Peter ,vas de]ivered by our 
Lord Jesus Christ the full po\ver of feeding, ruling and 
governing the \vhole Church (J ohn xxi. 15-17) 


* St. :Matthcw xvi. 18. 
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To sJ.tisfy this pastoral duty our predecessors ever 
Inadc uIH,'earicd efforts that the salutary doctrine of 
Christ Inight be propagated an10ng all the nations of 
thc earth, and ,vith equal care ,vatched that it Inight 
be prcserved genuine and pure \vhere it had been rc- 
ceived. 1'hercfore the Bishops of the "'hole \vorld, 
now singly, no\v asseillbled in synod, follo\ving the 
long established custom of Churches, and the fonn of 
the ancient rule, sent ,vord to the Apostolic See of 
those dangers especially ,,'hic!l sprang up in matters of 
faith, that there the losses of faith Inight be most effec- 
tually repaired ,vhere the faith cannot fail. And the 
Ronlan Pontiffs, according to the exigencies of tinles 
and circulnstances, s0111etin1es assembling fficunlenical 
Councils, or asking for the Inind of the Church scatter- 
ed throughout the ,vorld, sotnctin1es by particular 

ynods, sometÏInes using other helps \vhich Divine 
Providence supplied, defined as to be hcld those things 
,yhich \vith the help of God they had recognized as 
confonnable with the Sacred Scriptures and Apostolic 
Traditions. For the I-loly Spirit ,vas not prolllised to 
the successors of Peter that by I lis revelation they 
Inight make known nc\v doctrine, but that by His as- 
sistance they rnight inviolably keep anù faithfully ex- 
pound the revclation or deposit of [lith delivered 
through the Apostles. And indeed all the vcncrable 
Fdthcrs have elnbraced and the holy orthodox Doctors 
have venerated and followed their Apostolic doctrine; 
knowing n10st îul1y that this See of holy Petcr rCJnaii1s 
ever free from all blenlish of error according to the 
divine prot11isc of the Lorò our Saviour Inade to the 
Prince of I lis disciples: I have prayed for thee th.lt 
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thy faith fail not, and, ,vhen thou art converted, COl1- 
finn thy brethren. oX. 
This gift, then, of truth and never-failing faith ,vas 
conferred by Heaven upon Peter and his successors in 
this Chair, that they tnight perfonn their high of-fice 
for the salvation of all; that the ,vhole flock of Christ, 
kept a,vay by then1 from the poisonous food of error, 
Inight be nourished ,vith the pasture of heavenly doc- 
trine; that the occasion of schislll being removed from 
the '\Thole Church, it might be kept one, and, resting 
on its foundation, might stand firm against the gates 
of hell. 
But since in this very age, in \vhich the salutary 
efficacy of the Apostolic office is most of' all required, 
not a few are found ,vho take a,vay fron1 its authority, 
,ve judge it altogether necessary solern nly to assert the 
prerogative which the only-begotten Son of God vouch- 
safed to join ,vith the supreme pastoral office. 
Therefore faithfully adhering to the tradition re- 
ceived from the beginning of the Christian faith, for 
the glory of God Our Saviour, the exaltation of the 
Catholic Religion, and the salvation of Christian peo- 
ple, the Sacred Council approving, \V e 
each and de- 
fine that it is a doglna divinely revealed: that the Ro- 
man Pontiff, "vhen he speaks ex cathcdrâ, that is, 'v hen 
in discharge of the office of Pastor and Doctor of all 
Christians, by virtue of his supren1e Apostolic au thori- 
ty he defines a doctrine regarding fai th or Inorals to be 
held by the Universal Church, by the divine assistance 
promised to him in blessed Peter, is possessed of that 
* St. Luke xxii. 32. See also the Acts of the .Sixth General Council, 
A.D. 630. 
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infallibility ,vith \\'hich the divine Redeenler willed thclt 
I-lis Church should be endo\ved for defining doctrint: 
regarding faith or morals: and that therefore such de. 
finitions of the ROlnan Pontiff are irrefonnable of thenl. 
selves, and not from the consent of the Church. 
But if any one-\vhich lnay God avcrt-presulnc to 
contradict this Our definitiun; let hil11 be anathclna. 


Given at Rome in Public Session solenlnly held in the 
Vatican Basilica in the year of OUf Lord one thou- 
sand eight hundred and seventy, on the eighteenth 
day of July, in the twenty-fifth year of our Pontifi- 
cate. 
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TIlE ()A TIlOLIC WORLD contains original articles from the be 
to Catholic English writers at home and abroad, as well as translatiOl 
from the l'cviews and magazines of France, Germany, Belgium, Ital
 
and Spain. Its l'eaders arc thus put in possession of the choicest pI" 
dllctions of European periodical literature in a cheap and convcniel 
form. 


REV. I. T. HECKER: 
We hearti ly congratulate you upon the esteem which your periodical, uTI 
Catholic World," has, through its erudithm and perspicuity,-8Cquited even amOI 
th08e who differ from us, et
. PIUS IX., Pope. 


Extract from Letter of Pop
 Pius IX. 
ROllE, Dec. 80, 1868 


Lette]. from tlte Most Rev. Archbishop of New York. 
NEW YORK, February 7, 1865. 


DEAR FATHER nFCKER: 
I ha.ve read the Prospectus which you have kindly submitted of a new Cathol 
lUa:"3.zine, to be entitled" The Ca.tholic World," which it is proposed publishiI 
in this city under your supervision; and I am happy to state that there is nothir 
il1 its whole scope and spirit which has not my hearty approval. Tho want of son 
8ul'h perioùical is widely and deeply felt, and I cannot doubt that the atholic cor 
lDunity at large will rejoice at the prospect of having this want, if not fully, at lea 
in gr
at measure supplied. 
With the privilege which you have of drawing on the intellectual wealth I 
Catholic Europe, and the liberal means placed at your disposal, there ought to 1 
no sueh word asfailure in your yocabulary. 
Hoping that this laudable cnterprise will meet with a well-merited snccess, m:: 
uuder Gol's blessing become fruitful in all the good which it prop08es, 
I remain, Rev. and Dear Sir, very truly, your friend and servant in Christ. 
+ JOHN, Arçhbishop of New York. 


Copy of Letter from Ottrdinnl Earnflbo. 
ROME, September 3, 1865. 


I
Ev. FATUI-R: 
I have heard of the publication of ,. The Catholic World" with great sati 
faction. I anticipate for it a complete success. There are so many periodicals j 
our day vccupied in attacking the truth, that it is a source of pleasure to its triem 
wlIen 

le same means are employed in the defence .of it. I return you my thani 
for the attC'ution paid in sending- me ., '1'he Catholic \V 01'1<1." I pray the Lord I 
preSel'Vð rou many years, Afrcctiruatelv in the Lord, 
ALEXANDER, CARlJINAL BARNABO, 
. Prefect of the Propaganda. 
novo .. T. HECKER, Superior of the Congregation of St. Paul, N. Y. 


THE CATHOLIC \tVORLD 
Forms a double-column octavo magazine of 14! pages each numbc] 
m
tkin-:; two large volumes, or 1728 pages, each year, anù is furnisllCd t 
subscrib
rs for $5 a ycar, inva.riably in advance. Single copies 50 cent! 
All remittances anù communications on ùu
iness should be addressed t 


TIrE CATI-IOLIC PUBLICATION SOOIETY, 


P.o. BOI5,896, 


Lawrence Kebue, Gen. Agent, 
9 WARREN STREET, NE'V YORK. 
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